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REMARKS 



Claims 1 8 and 20-38 ™am in the application. Qaim 18, 24, 27-28, and 33 have bean 
amended. Claims 1-17 and 19 bava bean cancallad. 

* a *"k e are objected » under 37 CFR 1.83(a) a, no, shown* every faabnc of to 

invention specified in the claims. 

More specifically, ,be Examiner baa sa*d rba. t b= bousing (claim .), tba bard wire or 
bard circuit (claim 22), Ore LED-modu.es (claim 30), .be _ canicr (claim >2), andrbe 
Lrnon supp.amcn.al op.ica, element (claim 37) must be shown or ...a feature*) cancaUad 
from the claim(s). 

AppUcanr would IHte .0 poin, ou, M applican. sball on,y burnish drawing, , ^ 

£ Jras that are self-explanatory or can be easily unders.ood by a person S l=.Ued m *. an 
are no. required lo be shown in the drawings. 

The feature listed above are believed to be common features tba, can be readily 
andersrood by a parson Sallied in ,be an. Tbe Examiner is, .berafora, requested ,0 vnmdraw rhe 
drawing objections. 

Claims O bjections insufficient 

Claim 19 is objected to because the limitation the lens in »ne 
antecedent basis. Claim 33 is objected to because of informalities. 

(WF3B9812;3» _ g _ 
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Appropriate corrections have been made. 

Claim Rejections - 3J TT S.C. § 1 12 

Claims 18, 3. . and 35 « ejected under 35 USC 112. second paragraph, as bamg 

indefinite. 

More specif^ the Examiner has sated that in claim , 8 it is unclear how the multiple 
LEDs organized into an array create an array when there are nonAmcuonal or missmg LED, 

Although the word -array" is believed to be clear, it has been changed to "group 
arrangement" to facilitate the prosecution. 

The Examiner has also sated that in claims 31 and 35 it is unclear how and where the 
LED-modules are released. 

The limitation "releasably connected with each other" basically means that the LED 
modL tles can be connected or disconnected with each other, namely the connection is .leasable. 
It does not mean that the LED modules will be released. 



The Examiner 



is, therefore, requested to withdraw the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. 



unpayable over Bagemann a, al. (WO 2001/01037) in view of Chen « a.. (US 6.520.669). 

Claims 31 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unrentable over 

<WP389812;1> _ ^ _ 
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Begemann « al. and Chen e, al. and fiutber in view of Moriyama . a.. (US 2004/025250!). 

According to Begemann a, a,., me headlamp sends « several cones of rays, which have 
■Afferent specna! (co.or specific, characterisdes. The different spec™, char™ should he 
adjlK ,ed ,0 differ, sensitivity of the eyes (see page 3, lines 12-32). This aspect of 

,0 drc present invention, the applied LEDs are hasical.y no, differentiated; a. most the u.d.vrdua! 
LBD. „ no, activated or can be acdvated or no, provided a, al, for producing the asymmemc 
array arrangement. 

Also ,hc reference number 2 and 3 in Figs, la of Begemann e, al. do no, refer ,0 optical 
el emen,s, bu, nuher headlamps (see page 5, line 19). Begemann c, al. do no, disclose any 
oprical clenren, tha, is par, of aLED-module. .» conrras, wording ,o ft. present mven^ d* 
optical elemen, is formed as a common collecion lens for al. ft. LED-chtps, wfcch are atranged 
in the focal plane of die common collection lens. 

Furto it is doubtful that Begemann e, al. show an asymmeuic arrangement of LEDs. 
U appears ,ba, ». LEDs according Fig. 2 are arranged and operaled symmetrically. The 
JLionof radia.ion as shown in Fig, 3 and 4 can bave different reasons. They donothave 
I0 be produced by an asymmetric design of LEDs. 

Tbe odrer ci,ed references do no, ma*e up for d. deficiencies of Bagemann e, al. 

1, is therefore, believed rha, claim 18 is patentable over me cited prior art and since all 
*. depends, claims are ulum»,.ly dependent on Cairn .8, d,ey are believed ,o be patent as 



well. 

{WP38&812;1> - 8 ^ 
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• , a «rlv issuance of the Notice of Allowance are respectfully 

Favorable consideration and early issuance oi mv 

favoramu coi allowance, the Examiner is respecttully 

requested. Should further issues remam prior to allowance, 
guested to contact the undersigned at the indicated telephone nu.be, 

Respectfully submitted, 




1 inni Yonghong Chen 

Dated: May 1, 2007 Registration No. 56,150 

AKERMANSENTERF1TT 
222 Lakeview Avenue, Suite 400 
West Palm Beach FL 33401 
Telephone: 561.653.5000 



(Wf369B12;l> 
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